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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Appeal Brief, filed 12/10/07, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1, 2, 5-7, 10-17, 24-30, 33-35, 38-45, and 52-58 under 102(e) 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
in view of Agnihotri in view of Inoue. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 10-12, 24-30, 33, 35, 38-41, 43, 44, and 52-58 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Agnihotri in view of Inoue. 

Referring to claim 1, Agnihotri discloses a method for use in a recording system 
for reducing cut-offs when programs are recorded (column 3, lines 36-45), the method 
comprising: 

receiving at the user equipment a user selection of a program to record (column 
1, lines 16-20); 

predicting by the user equipment a time change associated with the program 
(column 3, lines 36-45 and 59-63; column 4, lines 6-14); 
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recording by the user equipment the program to compensate for a time change 
based on the predicted time change (column 5, lines 20-32). 

Agnihotri does not disclose a system wherein the time change is based on time 
changes for previous programs related to the program. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a system wherein the predicted time change 
is based on time changes for previous programs related to the program (figures 6A and 
6B). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the method of modifying the recording of the adjacent program when the 
first program is extended. The motivation would have been that if a baseball game is 
extended, the program following the program would have to be clipped as there would 
be no way to record it fully without a second tuner. 

Claim 29 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 1 . 

Referring to claim 2, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 1 wherein the 
predicted time change comprises predicted time delay information (column 3, lines 36- 
45). 

Claim 30 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 2. 

Referring to claim 5, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 2 wherein the 
predicted time delay information is based on previously logged time changes (column 8, 
lines 5-13). 
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Claims 10 and 33 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 5. 

Referring to claim 6, Agnihotri does not disclose a method of claim 1 further 
comprising displaying a predicted time delay information for the program. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
displaying a predicted time delay information for the program (figure 14, parts 37 and 
38). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the overlapping recording display to the system disclosed by Agnihotri. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to select which program to clip 
when the system is not confident about the choice (Agnihotri: column 7, lines 22-27). 

Claim 34 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 6. 

Referring to claim 7, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 1 wherein the 
predicted time change comprises predicted time extension information (column 3, lines 
36-45). 

Claims 1 1 and 35 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 7. 

Referring to claim 12, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 1 further comprising 
providing a user with an opportunity to select a recording start time (column 1, lines 16- 
20). 
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Referring to claim 15, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 1 further comprising 
providing a user with an opportunity to select a recording end time (column 1, lines 16- 
20). 

Referring to claim 24, Agnihotri does not disclose a method of claim 1 further 
comprising displaying an icon in a program listing for the program to indicate that the 
predicted time change is available. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
displaying an icon in a program listing for the program to indicate that the predicted time 
change information is available (figure 14, parts 37 and 38). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the overlapping recording display to the system disclosed by Agnihotri. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to select which program to clip 
when the system is not confident about the choice (Agnihotri: column 7, lines 22-27). 

Claim 52 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 24. 

Referring to claim 25, Agnihotri does not disclose a method of claim 1 further 
comprising displaying ah icon in a program listing for the program that indicates that the 
program is to be recorded. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
displaying an icon in a program listing for the program that indicates that the program is 
to be recorded (figure 14, parts 37 and 38). 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the overlapping recording display to the system disclosed by Agnihotri. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to select which program to clip 
when the system is not confident about the choice (Agnihotri: column 7, lines 22-27). 

Claim 53 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 25. 

Referring to claim 26, Agnihotri does not disclose a method of claim 1 further 
comprising trimming a recording time of the scheduled program or an adjacent program 
to reduce the cut-off in a program recording. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
trimming a recording time of the scheduled program or an adjacent program to reduce 
the cut-off in a program recording (figures 6A and 6B). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the method of modifying the recording of the adjacent program when the 
first program is extended. The motivation would have been that if a baseball game is 
extended, the program following the program would have to be clipped as there would 
be no way to record it fully without a second tuner. 

Claim 54 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 26. 

Referring to claim 27, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 26 wherein trimming 
the recording time comprises trimming based on a confidence level in time change 
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information for the scheduled program and the adjacent program (column 7, lines 54- 
61). 

Claim 55 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 27. 

Referring to claim 28, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 27 wherein trimming 
comprises trimming a time changed recording time of the scheduled program when time 
change information for the scheduled program has a lower confidence level than the 
adjacent program (column 7, lines 54-61; column 8, lines 22-27). 

Claim 56 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 28. 

Referring to claim 40, Agnihotri does not disclose a user recording equipment of 
claim 29 wherein the control circuitry provides a user with an opportunity to select a 
recording start time to compensate for the time change. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a user recording equipment of claim 29 
wherein the control circuitry provides a user with an opportunity to select a recording 
start time to compensate for the time change (figure 14, parts 37 and 38). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the overlapping recording display to the system disclosed by Agnihotri. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to select which program to clip 
when the system is not confident about the choice (Agnihotri: column 7, lines 22-27). 
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Referring to claim 41, Agnihotri does not disclose a user recording equipment of 
claim 29 wherein the control circuitry automatically selects a recording start time to 
compensate for the time change. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a user recording equipment of claim 29 
wherein the control circuitry automatically selects a recording start time to compensate 
for the time change (figures 6A and 6B). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the method of modifying the recording of the adjacent program when the 
first program is extended. The motivation would have been that if a baseball game is 
extended, the program following the program would have to be clipped as there would 
be no way to record it fully without a second tuner. 

Referring to claim 43, Agnihotri does not disclose a user recording equipment of 
claim 29 wherein the control circuitry provides the user with an opportunity to select a 
recording end time to compensate for the time change. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a user recording equipment of claim 29 
wherein the control circuitry provides the user with an opportunity to select a recording 
end time to compensate for the time change (figure 14, parts 37 and 38). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the overlapping recording display to the system disclosed by Agnihotri. 
The motivation would have been to enable the user to select which program to clip 
when the system is not confident about the choice (Agnihotri: column 7, lines 22-27). 
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Referring to claim 44, Agnihotri discloses a user recording equipment of claim 29 
wherein the control circuitry automatically selects a recording end time to compensate 
for the time change. 

In an analogous art, Inoue teaches a user recording equipment of claim 29 
wherein the control circuitry automatically selects a recording end time to compensate 
for the time change (figures 6A and 6B). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the method of modifying the recording of the adjacent program when the 
first program is extended. The motivation would have been that if a baseball game-is 
extended, the program following the program would have to be clipped as there would 
be no way to record it fully without a second tuner. 

Referring to claim 57, Agnihotri discloses a method of claim 1 further comprising 
allowing the user to change the predicted time change (column 8, lines 22-27). 
Claim 58 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 57. 

Claims 13, 14, 16, 17, 42, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Agnihotri in view of Inoue as applied to the claims above, and further 
in view of Hoffberg. 

Referring to claim 13, Agnihotri and Inoue do not disclose a method of claim 1 
further comprising automatically selecting the recording start time. 
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In an analogous art, Hoffberg teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
automatically selecting the recording start time (column 62, lines 56-59). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the automatic recording taught by Hoffberg to the method disclosed by 
Agnihotri and Inoue. The motivation would have been to enable the programs that the 
user prefers to be recorded without the user's intervention, therefore saving the user 
time. 

Referring to claim 14, Agnihotri and Inoue do not disclose a method of claim 13 
further comprising providing a user with an opportunity to select to have automatic 
selection of the recording start time. 

In an analogous art, Hoffberg teaches a method of claim 13 further comprising 
providing a user with an opportunity to select to have automatic selection of the 
recording start time (column 62, lines 56-59). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the automatic recording taught by Hoffberg to the method disclosed by 
Agnihotri and Inoue. The motivation would have been to enable the programs that the 
user prefers to be recorded without the user's intervention, therefore saving the user 
time. 

Claim 42 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 14. 
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Referring to claim 16, Agnihotri and Inoue do not disclose a method of claim 1 
further comprising automatically selecting the recording end time. 

In an analogous art, Hoffberg teaches a method of claim 1 further comprising 
automatically selecting the recording end time (column 62, lines 56-59). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the automatic recording taught by Hoffberg to the method disclosed by 
Agnihotri and Inoue. The motivation would have been to enable the programs that the 
user prefers to be recorded without the user's intervention, therefore saving the user 
time. 

Referring to claim 17, Agnihotri and Inoue do not disclose a method of claim 16 
further comprising providing a user with an opportunity to select to have automatic 
selection of the recording end time. 

In an analogous art, Hoffberg teaches a method of claim 16 further comprising 
providing a user with an opportunity to select to have automatic selection of the 
recording end time (column 62, lines 56-59). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the automatic recording taught by Hoffberg to the method disclosed by 
Agnihotri and Inoue. The motivation would have been to enable the programs that the 
user prefers to be recorded without the user's intervention, therefore saving the user 
time. 

Claim 45 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 17. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding. the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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